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assumption, it loses its attractive appearance of
abstract justice or a priori self-certainty. Do a com-
mon labourer and Mr. Gladstone deserve the same
share of voting power? If not, how many votes
should Mr. Gladstone possess to give him his just
influence 1 To ask such questions is to show that
answering is impossible, though political theorists
have, now and then, tried to put together some
ostensible pretext for an answer.

What, let us ask, is the true relation between
justice and equality? A judge, to take the typical
case, is perfectly just when he ascertains the facts
by logical inferences from the evidence, and then
applies the law in the spirit of a scientific reasoner.
Given the facts, what is the rule under which they
come ? To answer that question, generally speaking,
is his whole duty. In other words, he has to exclude
all irrelevant considerations, such as his own private
interests or affections. The parties are to be to him
merely A and B, and he has to work out the result
as an arithmetician works out a sum. Among the
irrelevant considerations are frequently some moral
aspects of the case. A judge, for example, decides a
will to be valid or invalid without asking whether the
:estator acted justly or unjustly in a moral sense, but
simply whether his action was legal or illegal. He
cannot go behind the law, even from motives of